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ABSTRACT

Excavations at the Catoctin Furnace State His-
toric District in Frederick County, Maryland, conduct-
ed by Mid-Atlantic Archaeological Research;(MAAR),
of Newark, Delaware, included removal of a portion
of an unmarked cemetery that fell within the ROW
of the proposed dualization of U.S. Route 15. A
total of 35 graves was excavated, an estimated
one-third of the total graves within the cemetery.
Historic documentation research, oral history and
intensive artifact analyses provided an informative
basis for field investigations. Individuals
interred in this cemetery were apparently black
slaves connected with the operations of the Catoc-
tin Iron Furnace complex during the late eighteenth
and early nineteenth centuries.
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INTRODUCTION

Nature of the Project

Official recognition that the proposed ROW for dualization of
U.S. Route 15 south of Thurmont in Frederick County, Maryland, would
impinge on an unmarked cemetery came during a survey of the affected area
conducted by Orr and Son, Consulting Archaeologists, in 1977. Local oral
historian Mr. William Renner, who had formerly owned the land on which
this cemetery was sited, could recount local lore regarding the ceme-
tery: that it contained graves of blacks and Indians, that it contained
graves of plague victims, that it was used at least once in recent memory,
in the late nineteenth century, when a smallpox victim was interred there
in an iron coffin. He also relayed his personal experiences: some forty
years ago, he was chasing a polecat that had stolen one of his chickens.

While digging into the animal's burrow with a shovel, at a depth of about
3.5 ft, he uncovered human leg bones, which he threw back in the hole
cross-wise and then reburied.

Surface examination of the site revealed fieldstone gravemarkers
laid out in rows. These markers were mostly of unretouched local stone,
about 2 ft long by .75 ft in diameter, erected to stand on their long axis.
Less than one ft of each stone showed above the surface. Some stones had
a small ledge or flat space chipped off the upper end. However, no
incised, painted or other inscriptions were visible.

Orr and Son conducted five test excavations on the site, which
yielded two depressions of unknown origin as well as the graves of at
least two human infants (Orr 1977:28-30). It was also observed that the
cemetery lay directly between a quarry pit to the south and a washer-'pond
to the north, and that at least part of the site seemed to contain an
over-burden or "mantle" of limestone rock fragments, presumably from the
quarry, embedded in the topsoil (Orr 1977:29 and 32).

Personnel

Excavations were conducted by Mid-Atlantic Archaeological Research,
Inc., (MAAR), Newark, Delaware. Principal Investigator was Ronald A.
Thomas. Field supervisor was Sharon Ann Burnston. The field crew in-
cluded Spencer 0. Geasey, James Briscoe, Kenneth Basalik, Leslie Schnall,
Edward Flannagen, Jack Cresson, Ronald Tirpak, David Bachman, William
Sandy, Richard Green, Camille Juliana, Debbie Downs, Philip Bernard,
and James Ackerman.

Artifact processing was conducted at a field laboratory maintained
by Orr and Son, Consulting Archaeologists, in Thurmont, and at the MAAR
offices in Newark, Delaware. Representative samples of certain classes
of artifacts were sent to a variety of institutions for specialized

1-1
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analyses. The osteological material is at present being studied by the
staff of Dr. J. Lawrence Angel, Physical Anthropologist, Smithsonian
Institution, Washington, D.C.

Project Location

The unmarked, early historic cemetery in the Catoctin Furnace
Historic District, Frederick County, Maryland (18FR323) was excavated
between July and October, 1979, and again in May, 1980, in order to comply
with state law requiring removal of all human remains affected by pro-
posed development. Excavations were confined to the western one-third
of the cemetery, that part which lay within the ROW of the projected
dualization of U.S. Route 15. The site is located on the east side of
Route 15, between Thurmont and Frederick, about one-quarter mile south
of Catoctin Hollow Road (Figure 1-1).

Cultural History

The documentary survey was conducted during the interval between
the 1979 and 1980 field seasons, so that at the time of its commencement,
it had already been determined that the site dated to the late eighteenth
and early nineteenth centuries, and that the occupants interred there
were blacks of a low socio-economic status.

This information enabled the researcher to focus attention on the
status of blacks in the area in the period and specifically to look
for records regarding ownership or use of slaves in connection with the
Catoctin Iron Works. A primary objective was to search for records which
directly referred to this particular cemetery. However, surveys of the
available documents in Catoctin Furnace, Thurmont, Frederick and Anna-
polis failed to produce any such reference to this cemetery or its us*e
(see Appendix 1). What the documentary survey succeeded in establishing
are the following :

The owners and operators of the Catoctin Iron Works in the period
1790-1840, who owned the piece of property on which this cemetery was
located, all owned slaves. Many of these slaves appear to have been
employed elsewhere than at their owners' places of residence, and at a
variety .of occupations. At other contemporary iron works in the region,
the use of slave labor was common practice (cf. Lewis 1976). The demo-
graphic distribution of the slaves listed in the 1811 will of one
of the owners of the Catoctin Works, Baker Johnson , suggests that
Johnson's slaves were a community of family groups and that he was
attempting to preserve the nuclear family units in his division of
slaves among his heirs. Thus, on the basis of accumulated tangential
evidence, it seems permissible to conclude that the black people buried
at this site were members of a community of families of black slaves
who probably worked in some capacity connected with the operations
of the Catoctin Iron Works.

1-2
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The evidence is less conclusive for the role of the cemetery in
the slaves' social network. There is some indication that local black
slaves had no church of their own near which a cemetery might have been
located, since services were held for them at the local chapel (see
Appendix 1). This cemetery, then, would presumably have been affiliated
not with a religious community but with a residential one. However,
the location of the nearest slave living quarters is not known. It is
also possible that a cemetery might have been a plot set aside by a
property-holder for burial of his own slaves. We might conclude then,
that this cemetery and its occupants belonged to one or more of the
several owners of the Catoctin Iron Furnace complex in the period +1790-
1840.

1-4
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DATA BASE

Acquisition Procedure

Field Season 1979

Mid-Atlantic Archaeological Research, Inc., began full-scale field
excavations at this site in July 1979. The ground cover consisted of
mature black walnut trees with an undergrowth of dense vines and brambles.
The initial stage of the field work consisted of clearing an area of the
undergrowth to allow all visible gravestone markers to be located, and
to permit the perimeters of the cemetery to be identified.

A datum point and zero-line were established along the eastern edge
of the existing northbound lane of Route 15 (see Figure II-l) and a 10 ft
grid system was laid down in accordance with guidelines suggested by the
State Archaeologist. Site "North" was defined as parallel to the axis
of the. highway along that stretch of road. Although the cemetery clearly
extended at least 250 ft east of the datum line (E250), the new ROW for
the proposed highway improvements was marked at ^E165. Since the terms
of the archaeological contract specifically involved the excavation of
remains only within the ROW, the grid system was laid down only as far
as E170.

After establishment of the grid, surface probing was undertaken to
locate potential grayemarking stones. A total of 126 such stones was
located and mapped (see Figure II-2a), of which 106 were local quartzite,
seven were limestone, and the remainder milky quartz or other stone. It
was later found that not all of the stones visible from the surface were
gravemarkers (or at least, were not in situ), and that not all gravemarkers
were visible from the surface. Reference to which stones marked which
graves can be found on the individual feature data sheets.

Excavation was begun with a test trench to establish the nature
of the stratigraphy and to explore an area of visible disturbance (^40-50/
E150-155, Fig. II-2b)\ The soils consisted of a loose reddish-brown "chest-
nut soil" which shaded into a hardpan yellow subsoil at *3.5 ft below
surface. The disturbed area was simply that:t an area of disturbance,
of no definable origin, or function. It is believed that this was the
location of Dr. Orr's test pit no. 3 (Orr 1977:29).

Excavations in the 1979 season included extensive manual shovel trench-
ing to locate burials and to define the perimeters of the site (Fig. .II-2b).
It was established that the graves were in north-south rows, each grave
oriented more or less east to west, with crania to the west. The
spacing of the rows was roughly one row every 10 ft, and the spacing
of the graves within the rows was approximately one grave every four ft
(see Figure II-3). However, there were significant exceptions to this
pattern, as well as major gaps, wherein graves were predicted but not
found. Some graves seemed to have been buried in clusters or groups.

II-l
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